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RESOLVED:

e g
P8

RULES AMENDMENT
(a majorlty must be present)

The Rules are hereby amended by addlng a new

sectlon 13.11 to prov1de as follows:

13.11
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Members who desire access to restricted
(including classified and confldentlal)
or sensitive information that has in ,
addition been designated by the Chairman

' as primary information, shall be required

to request such access in writing to the
Committee. Each such request by a Member

‘must be considered by the Committee, a

majority being present, at the earliest '
opportunity. The Committee may, by record

- vote, grant the Member's request. If the

Member's request is not granted, the
Committee shall forward the Member's re-
quest, together with a recommendation and
report of the Committee, to the House.

If the Committee did not grant the Member's

- request, the Member shall have access to the
"primary information only subsequent to a

determination by the House that the Member's
request should be granted.
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| ‘i LT Commitleer Heeling
5 EXECUTIVE~SESSTON—
CONSIDEERATION CF AN AMENDMENT TO THEE RULES
3 ,
. CF THE SELECT CCMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATICNS
4 ~ 5
. ,,,as C THorspay, 77 4
c'ﬂe' m& APRIL A, 1978
6 : V\;-\/\:—us
7 4S. House of Representativ ,EEEtEJ
8 | ' '~ Select Committee on,
9 : C_grasasﬂna.tj_oné, orJ
- ’\ ’
10 Washington, D. C. O

e’

1 S§;The committee met,'pursuant to notice at 4238 p.m., in

12 lroom 384 of the Cannon House Office Bulldlng, ifon. Louis

13 || Stokes, (bhalrman of the commltteg) -presiding.

" ' Present: Representatives Stokes (presiding), Preyer,

. | Fauntroy, Dédé, Ford, Fithian, Edgar, Dévine.and Sawyer.
Present also: “G. RoBert Blakey, gﬁief Q6unsel énd

)iirectorr:Gary Cornwell,tﬁeputy Fﬁief ;éunselr'l. C. Mathews,

;@ecial ﬁounsel; William Cross, ;écurity ﬁ@ficer; Elizabeth

f::z 300 7TH STREET, S.VW. REPORTERS BUTLDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 2002% (202) SS5u-23uS

8 _ . ) -
Berning, ¢hief Glerk; and Marion Wills, Peput hief Llerk.
Yy
19 '
Chairman Stokes. A quorum of the committee being presenty
20l at this time, the committee is called to order. I recognize
' ,&;%F215 Mr. Blakey for a statement with reference to this.
/"\\& ! .
= 22 ' Mr. Blakey. There are several matters that could be

23 Ibrought up. O©One of them, I suppose, technically should be

e o
/

24 |considered in public session about the deals with the change

. »~
. wn
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in the rules. Nevertheless, the reasons for the change in the
rules goes to the heart of the nature of our current
investigation and consequently, I think it would bpe
appropriate for a motion to be made to close the meeting.
27§hairman Stokes. The chair will entertain such a motion

Mr. Fauntroy. I so move.

Chairman Stokes. It is moved that the meeting go into
executive session. The clerk will call the roll.

Mg3. Berning. Mr. Stokes.

Chairman Stokes. Aye.

%&g. Rerning. Mr. Devilne.

Mr. Cevine. BAye.

’-\ .

Qgg. Berning. Mr. Preyer.

Mr. Preyer. Aye.

~— . .

M&g. BRerning. Mr. McKinney.

[%hefewwas Nb response;]

ﬁg%. Berning. Mr. Fauntroy.

Mr. Fauntroy. Aye.

- .

%E?' Berning. Mrs. Burke.

E%ﬁme—wee &% response;}

%g%; Berning. Mr. Sawyer’.

Mr. Sawyer. Aye.

ﬁg%. Berning. Mr. Dodd.

Mr. Dodd. Aye.

~ .
q§§. Rerning. Mr. Ford.
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hearings. The problem really goes as

711:{]:. _Iiord. . Aye.
N

Mgs. BRerning. Mr. Fithian.

Mr. Fithian. Aye.

/\ . -

Mgs. Berning. Mr. Edgar.

Mr. Edgar. Aye.

— . . o,

%gg. Berning. There are nine ayes, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Stokes. ©Nine members having voted in the
affirmative, this meeting is now declared‘iﬁ executive session
and all members of the public are asked to excusé themselves
from the room. |

Mr. Blakey. Let me see if I can present the problem to
you as succinctly as 1 can, although pefhaps I shoﬁld,begin
with an apoidgy to the committee for bringing about a meeting
of the full committee on such short notice. |

Obviously, there has been a recess and some of the
@embership has been gone for the last week and this is reallyi
the first épportunity that we have had.

The problem has come up during the recess jn.our efforts
to work with the Central Intelligence Agency in preparing

follows: 1In the central

case study is the Mexico City issue. The Agency has given us

complete access to everything in this area and this includes |
the nature of the surveillance that the Agency had of the
Russian and Cuban Embassies.

|

|

|

1

| !
They had photographic and electronic surveillance of botﬂ

i
i
[
]
i
|
i

ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.



2 | places. This covered the crucial periods of time, more or
3 il less, and that is a big question, more or less. And I now
4+ || have to say that the person alleged to have been Oswald went

J in the embassy.

3 z

s %7 Nevertheless, the Agency never came up with a gphotograph
, of Oswald coming in and out of the Agency. Indeed they sent

’ back up to Washingtcon the wrong photograph. This has given

} rise to the whole problem of the mysterious plan.

K The significance of the issue of the investigation

10

literally speaks for itself. 1If Oswald did not go in and
apply for that visa, and someone else did, then it is obvious
12 Il that Oswald had an associate. If he had an associate, the
13 singlé aééassin theory is in real serious trpuble.

14 What @e ﬁeed to do is to pursue in our hearings for your

. || benefit cur ability to understand what went on down in Mexico|

We have witnesses scheduled for the hearings and we now asked

S.4. REPORTFERS BUTLDING, WASHIMCTON, D.C. 20024 (202) S54-23u$S

the Central Intelligence Agency to make available to us those
17 ' (

& materials dealing with the surveillance, which are Hill-sensi-
w 18 ' :

& tive and they go right to the heart of sensitive sources and

= 19 '

£ methods. But the Agency prefers not to disclcse them.

- .

S 20

Now, they have no objection to the staff looking at them
! and they frankly have no objection to this committee looking

! at them and they have no objection to us, at least in dealing

.y

A
93
(8]

|
1
i
!
!
|
i
i
[

:with Agency employees, using or pursuing these matters in the

. 24 il hearings, but then they say to us the following: "But what dd:

i
l
!
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/ Members can have access to docum s in the posession of the

forth by the House Intelligence Comwittee up to and including

-denial of access. Tha&:i‘¢\3i\j:n set out the exact languagel
for you but the House Intelligemesg Committee's rule explicitly

you do about Xule 112"
QVRulé 11 of the House says that all committee documents

are property of the House and as such all

m
Zz

have access to them. We say, well, our response to them is as

follows: "what do you want me to dq abou£ the éules of the
House of Representatives? I cannot change them."

And their response is: "Well, why don't you adopt,
meaning the committee adopt, a rule that looks like the House
Intelligence Committee's rule on gember access?"

Sc, we looked at that very carefully and the rule of the

House Intelligence Committee provides roughly as follcws:

~Housé‘Intelligence Committee under ternms-and conditions set

authorizes the House Intelligence Committee to deny access to

a member. ——

And 1 said, or our response to the Agency is as follows:

"you ‘cannot seriously expect me to suggest to my committee the

embers of the House

D

adoption of a rule that is on its face inconsistent with }ﬁle
11, cén you?"

And they said, "Yes, we know that it is inconsistent but
if\you give us at leasﬁ as much protection és the House

have
Intelligence Committee gives us, we would ke no problem with

ALCERSON REIPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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turning it over to you."
Q?My‘response is that "I cannct do that."”

I-cannot suggest to this committee that you adopt a rule
tha£ is on its face inconsistent with ﬁ&le 11. The House
ﬁhle, after 3117%1 am talking as a lawyer, your lawyer I
guess7}the rules of the House are explicit. The rules of this
committee are explicit. The resclution of this committee
explicitly says that your rules must be consistent with the
rules of the House.

So, I cannot Suggest to you a rule like that rule of the
| House .Intelligence Committee.

I played around with language with‘Jim Wwolfe and we came
up with the followiné suggestion that may meet the needs of
the Central Intelligence Agency. The rule does not deny

access to any member but it conditions that access to the

i time, place and manner by the following procedure:gi%ha
gembef wouid have tc reguest access in writing and the reqyest
would bevtaken up by the full comhittée and, if the ful
committee voted to give the gember acceés, he Qﬂi get it

then and there and, if the committee -decided that under -the

circumstances the committee member or f{he members should not

| have access, it would cause the questidn to be takef back up
i .
ion the House ;ﬁoor. _

|

|

n

|

|
!

i 0Of course, if the House ;ﬁoor in effect reaffirms/ﬁﬁle l%
| |

in this case, then our rules would permit the member to have

.
i
|
i
!
!
i

! - ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC. !
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‘as the-"family jewels,"” then it would be the burden of the

1-7

aecess; If the House ﬁloor sayé that the members should ‘not
have access, then of course it would be the resolution of the
;ﬁoor that would deny the member access and not our own rulesg
§ﬁ8a¢1cally, what it would do is that it would cause the
House of Representatives to take a second:loqk at the scope
and impact of 3ﬁle 11, not as an abstract gqluestion of
principle, but as a concrete instance where if what the gember

wanted access to was something that could be fairly described

full committee to sey that it .is tooc risky to turn over this
material to this ggmber.

It would then provideva mechanism for transferring that
decision to the);hll House: ?ﬁoor and the/Full House/ﬁloor
-would then be in a posture of debating the 1ssue in the

concrete context, that is, the specific request of a specific
gember to see a specificbdocument, ané you could bring to the‘
attention of the House the nature of-that document without
actually revealing it. i

1f, of course, the House votes to reaffirm ﬂhle.II in
this instance, access would be granted. It is my judgment
that the Agency woulu buy this ruie as givihg them the maximuﬁ

protection of the disclosure, or the routine and automatic '

disclosure of the more sensitive methods, to 435 people simpln

on request. |
i

The choices are hard. If we do not adopt it, I think the'

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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/Kule‘ll and the exact language of the Intelligence Committee's

change.

them?

Agency simply will not permit us to explore sensitive sources
and methods like the Mexico issue in ourAhearfngs and the only
way we will get the information out of ﬁhe Agency 1is by a very
sensitive declassification process in the Agency first. We
need to have the information cver here to work with it.

Z7If we bring it over here to work with it and cannot give
them some protection in the context of Rule 11, they will not
give it to us. That is the dilemma you are in.

I am prepared to discuss with you the exact language of

e

-
rule, and Mps. RBerning has for you the text cf the rule

Mr. Sawyer. Would it be feasible to enter°into an

|

agreement with the Agency that gave them the right to recall

when _ 5 R Y
at any timeqthey want the documents covered by the agr%ment,

so if they were advised that there was now a reguest to revie%
them, we would get a binding agreement and give it back to !
Mr. Blakey. We discussed that with them and the kind of

feeling that they had, and that we had, was that ongebthey

give us the documents to work with over here, including our
own transcr1pts7r1n other words, if we have a closed order
examination of an Agency employee over what was going on in

Mexico, it is hard to argue that our transcript of that

hearing is a document that they gave to us and they can

ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC. !
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12
13

14

when we get ready to fold up shop, in our records is this

‘available to the public our record falls ‘seriously into

question first.

recall. Aand I think we just ﬁave to bite the bullet and say
that once we put it in our hearings, it is ours.
gaThen‘ﬁulé 11 is explicit that what is‘ours belongs to thg
House and that is every gember of the House. |
We triéd that, Mr. Sawyer. |
Mr. Sawyer. I just threw it out.
Mr. Fithian. Well, then, Bob, what you are saying is

that if we get a document that shows some very, very sensitive

aspects of surveillance and we make that a part of our record,

document where we require the maximum security, and the

inability then of the Assassination Committee‘to make

Mr . Blékey. I Ehink that is true. - Thefe are certain
£hiﬁgs,‘and in other words when we are dealing with what
happened in the assassination, everything cannot be made
publié. If we begin dealing with the way in which certain

things were learned, I think we have to recognize that that

probably, unless we can convince the’Bﬁecutive,E%partment te
in effect declassify it, it will not come out.

Mr. Fithian. It wiii not‘what?

Mr. Blakey. It wiil not be made public.

Mr. Fithian. What physically happens tc it then?

Mr. Blakey. Well, it would be pért of our reccrd and it

ALCERSON REI2ORTING COMPANY. INC.
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»Committée who will look them up like the other documents tﬁat

“they have. The other answer is, to the degree that a

will be in effect classified in our recoréds and ocur recorgds
will éfobably be turned over to7?I suspect the best repository
would be the House Intelligence Committee. |

%7 For example, the Agency had a surveillance on the Russian
Embassy, that is a wire tap, and the physical surveilance, a
photographing surveillance, a sensitive surveillance to the
highest degree, and it poses potential problems for the
existing Mexican Government.

'gr. Fithian; I am in full support of the proposition‘ané

I want to‘see, once you go back to Cornell and we go back to

our committees, what actually happens to that?

" Mr.'Blakey. Those documents will go to the Intelligence

question comes up, who was the person Qho appliedwfég thé»visa
apblication in Mexico City, and can we believe what the Agency
tells us, thch calls immediately into guestion the nature of
their'surveillance, the wire taps and the photecgraphs and.as |
we can talk in a minute abodt»What came_out in Cuba.

The Cuban Government has.provided to us as a witness the

man ‘who filled out the visa application._

Mr. Devine. Those are free from the Freedom of {

Information Act, and they are in the custody of the

Intelligence Committee?

Mr. Blakey. Because it is in the possession of Congress

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Oswald and one which was not, there were two people for a

conspiracy. - e

‘that testimony we have undermined thé single assassin theory.

which is exempted from that.. Thé witness given to usvin
Mexico, who was in Mexico at the time, says that his memory i3
that the person who.filled out the applica£ion was not the
same person who Jack Ruby shot in Dallas.

<%7Now, there is a lot of corroboration that we have to do
and verification of that, and he gave it as his best memory
and "I am not saying this is what happened, but it is my
memory of what happened; the person who dealt with me is not
the person thét I rehember," and the ages were different and
the weights were different and the heights were different and |
the facialpshape was different.

If there were two people in Mexico City, one of which wad
Whatever else we have seriously undermined, if we believe
So, it is right at the heart of what we have to do now, to get

access and be able to use the photographs the Agency tock of

the people who walked in and out of the building.’

For us to get it, théy have to either.declassify it or
they have to give it to us in such a way.that they are
reasonably assured that éﬁme exercise of discretion will be
made before every gember of the House gets immediaﬁe access t

it.

S & S

Mr. Fauntroy. I have two gquestions. It is my

ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
13 : ,
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i 1-12

2 )
1
2% understanding fhat CIA is willing to risk a/ﬁioor proéedure?-
3| #/¥r. Blakey. ves.
4% Mr. Fauntroy. My second gquestion, thereforé, is: How do
s % you distinguish thé House Intelligence Committee and its rulés
': from that of our/gélect ;%mmittee? |
=]
i Mr. Blakey.‘ Well, I think the House Intelligence
/ Committee rule is in opposition to yhle 11. They have adoptéd
: a rule iﬁ contradiction toc the(ﬁﬁles of the House. As a
7 i lawyer, 1 say»%e% ané I cannot suggest to you that yéu adopt=
19 i their rule. Their rule explicitly says that the House |
H ? Intelligence Committee can -deny you access to a document in
12 é their possession.,

i . : .
13 % Rule’ 11 of the Héuse'says that if it dis in poésession,
14 i they'can condition your access, time place and.manner but{this-
1_@ cannot deny it, . —
’ é Mr. FaUngroy. My only concern, Mr. Chairﬁan, therefore
] is that we get acceés. Now, if we can get access through this
?7 ~means, that is fine. but_iﬁ,we cannot, if the Bouse |
'8 Intélligenbe Committee can dd it, for the sake of our mandate,
191 1 have no objectibn.fo adopting theif'rulé. | !
20 - Mr. Sawyer. That is the way I feel about it, too. |
2 Chairman Stokes. Do we have a copy of the HbuSe ;
2:% Intelligence Committee/ﬂhle? ]
:3% | Mr. Fithian. May I come in here? I am not the careful é
ﬁ4§ stickler on this, Mr. Blakey, but it would seem to me that we E
Page 14 ALOSRSON RIPORTING COMPANY. INC. ‘ i
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I handled in accordance with the Intelligence Committee rules

"go’to #ule 11 andvﬁule 11 controls the detail.

‘hearings next year, that_we would make public all and any

information that helped us arrive at the results we have.. And

Vcommitment that we felt was important. I do not think we

1-13

might be able to adopt a rule just simply saying that in the
handling and for security purposes in the handling of

documents from the Intelligence Committee, they shall be

for the House of Representatives.

Mr. Blakey. Of course, then you go and read that and you’

~

Mr. Dodd. Could I ask one guestion there? I am
concerned aboﬁt really one aspect of this. I would like to
see'us do whatever can be done to gain aécess immediately to
fhis jnfdrmation. My ﬁeal concern comes hefe, that‘all of us

here have made a pledge that at the conclusion of these

that information would be available to the public. |

I am torn, myself, over the desire to get at this, and

then faced with the dilemma of having to renege on a

anticipated this kind of a thing facing us,‘and that is my

principal concern at. that particular juncture.

Mr . Blakey{' The issue arises '‘like this. The process

I

that we have been going throdgh is a two-step process. Firsté

) {
it is access and second it is disclosure. When it comes time;
to write the final report, suppose wé wanted to tell the é
|
o

American people about Oswald in Mexico, and the only way to dq

ALCERSON RESORTING COMPANY. INC.
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. Z it is to tell them about the photographs and the wire taps.

We have been right up front with the Agency and to say~%§é§

[]

‘ s guys may have to bite the bullét wheén, we get down to the end,
w :E the.nature of the surveillance goes to/ the heart of the
§ ) | information and we cannot make—a<cgonclusion without indicating
; ) the heart of the information, and at\that time we will make
§ 7 tﬁé.appropriate request'oﬁ\zgg’fg_'not access bu@ disclosure."p
g 3 <2?And the Agency says, "Well, we recognize that problem and
¢ ? | we will see if we cannot develop words that let us disclose

1¢ i enough in the final report to protect our sensitive sources

TUON

i I and methods."

:gr. Eodd. what'you.ére telling me is that we are not

CALT G

red

R

# . Mr, Blakey. - Yes; the agreement reserves all {

-
O~

. E 1'3 being asked at this juncture to make a commitment as to what .
 ;,_f,§ | ultimately we will do with the information at the time we make]
R PO e e - . : e -
# i the final report.

i ;Z’onstitutional rights to both sides at the final stage. With

i

, tﬁéuAgency, that is disclosure. The only question now is

' - . . -
i3 access.

15 | . If we need it to tell the American pedple, I think we

%]
.
s
[ 7
=
ol
)
&1
o~
<
-

20 || £ight for disclosure.

; Chairman Stokes.  Having read the Intelligence ?

Committee's provision, you are lucky if CIA is willing to take%
| ' |
i this provision here that you have drafted, because this is not:

! anywhere near as stringent as the one of the Intelligence - ]

i

it
j

i ALDERSON RIPORTING CCHIFANY. INC.
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i any if's and's or but's. But the requested rule is that it

;Vgembers access and thus they Will take their chances on the

i .
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‘Committee.

§? grf Blakey. The Intelligence Committee aetually says, and|

I am reading now from subparagraph.2,-when it says, "Such
action as the committee may take including but not limited to
approving the request in whole or in part or denying the
reguest."

How can‘the House Intelligence Committee deny the request
when you have/ﬁnle 11 which is explicit and it says and I
qnote now fron/énle 11, "All gembers.of the House snall have
accesslthereto." It is explicit.

"Qur resolution says our rules have-to_be consistent wlth

the rules of the House and the rules of the‘House do not leave

brings into operation the ﬁﬁoor of the House prior to the_

i
ﬁﬁoor-of‘the House denying a member access, if we think it is

worth fighting over.

Mr. Fauntroy. And your fear is that were we to operate l

under this rule that we would run the risk of being overruled

=

by the House and:thefe we would have to give it.
N [

Mr. Blakey. But the Agency says they-are willing to risk;
!
|
{

a Floer confrontation over an individual access and if they

lose that, they lose. But they are unwilling to run the risk :
|

of having the decision automatically flow from the rule of theg

House itself.
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1
. P 7&“. P‘reze . You do not want to release it because the |
3 man's conscience tells him that this should be made available
. , | to the public. I think at least they have a crack at that
=
- i i public opinion mob elicited by them.
T . Mr. Blakey. And I would say in a routine matter that the
a5 -
%] [« 201 ] .
- ! rule ought to be absolutely construed in favor of a member's
S 7 | -
~ access.
& !
= 8§ There is very little over there now that could not be
< % || turned over to every single member of the House, if he was
= _ . - ' ) i
=~ 10 % adequately briefed before hand, but the deeper we get into
g 1 ; some of this, the more sensitive it becomes and the more it 1is
§ 1 depending on who makes the reguest and what he announces
. ‘é > before he makes the request, which you might want to
s ' . .
e 2 ‘reconsider.
a 14 ! . - ..
Ag ;" -Mr. Preyer. When he makes the request to the committee,
Z 15 . :
§ - we would have the right to impose conditions on access at that
2 13 . '
= time?
ﬁ 17 " Mr. Blakey. Our rules now provide a very stringent
£ ) 4 _
g '3 situation, only he, and only written, and only in a designated
@ . ' , ' :
£ 15 || room and no notes taken, and of course subsequent disclosure
~ i . .
§ 56 || is a violation unless he does it with your majority opinion.
Ay i In other words, he cannot come‘in and - look at something
J:?S; . | and then disclose it against the will of the full committee i
o <= ; | |
it publically and all he can get is access to it. But I think ;
' 22 |
| that they have a fear that the ethical violation by a member
Lo |
As : i
( 1
!

i L B
' : i ' ERSOMN RIPORTING CCMBANY. INC.
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1
. 2 | of not living up to your majority rule might not be a
3 sufficier;t deterrent to the disclosure. |
. 3 ; g/\ghairm‘anv Stokes. I have a guestion and maybe Jim Wolfe..T
i;’ 3 | is th; proper person to answer the gquestion, but each time we !
;I 5 | amend the rules, do we then again republish our rules? ;
g . Mr. Wolfe. All we have to do is. add an{amendme’nt to the
- end, and we now have our pamphlet with one glued amendment on’
& : ‘
§ 8 it and we will have to glue the new amendment on at the end
- ? and we will nbt have to republish ‘them. |
;; i Chairman Stokes. Also previously#and I do not know ',
; 'l whether it is required by the House /?(ule_s or not-,-f’-but we did |
‘t_ 12 '{~put our rules into -t'he Congressiopal’ Record, and are
. ' é .‘3': . amendments’ required? .
| g g e M. Wolfe. Not hecessarily. I do not think.we are
é 2 necessar.ily fquifed, and they are public in ﬁhe sen;e that |
§ y i every per-sdn'who gets a cop{; of our rules will get a copy of
= ) this provision with it. L ' | !
; _“ Chairman Stokes'. What about House. members?
E'e;: 3 » ‘Mr. Wolfe. If the House member wants access, it has not
£ 15 happened yet, %t_‘they have asked usv sometimes on the phone
eg'l ~2>0 how to do it, and we would send them 4a copy of the rules and ‘
@__,- 21 U the rule dealing with acc.ess would be at the end.‘ In the same|
Sl |
. ;;}\7 23 way the Intglligence Committee's rules are public, our rules ]
21 : obviously would be public. :
2; { Chairman Stokes. Are there any further gquestions? If
o |
25

. i
H . . - o - 1
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not, the chair will entertain a motion.

[}

97Mr. Preyer. I move the adoption of this rule amendment,

-
3

. Mr. Chairman.

4=

Chairman Stokes. It has been properly moved that the

- |

3 : _ !
i i rules of the committee be amended as per the rules amendment

-

- now before the members. The amendment is as follows:

e 7 )

< 13.11. Members who desSixe access to restricted,

E 8 including classified and confidential, or sensitive

< 9 information that has in addition beegxéesignated by the

o
10 gﬁairman as primary information, shall. be reguired to reguest E

% 1 such access in writing to. the gémmitte . FEach such request by
g 5 a gember must bevconsidered my the émmittee, a majority being
_ . é ]3; : ‘p‘resent,v. et‘ rne earllest o,pprofftﬁ:. B
o - g B ““The commlttee may, by record vote, grant the member
z :
. “g < request.: If the. member S request is™ot gr anted, the
% ]Si!commlttee shall forward the member S request, together with a i
i 8 recommendation and report of the committee, to the House. 1If
i 7 -the commlttee dld not grant the member's request, the gember é
% ‘8 || shall have access to the primary 1nfo¢4etion only subseguent
) ; 15 | to ‘a determinatioz—ii“:iiafgiii/xhég/;he member 's request
Ll . . - =
$ 5 || should be granteds |
a1 | %Z;. Berning. Mr. Stokes . i

Chairman Stokes. Aye.

- by
.\
>
) ]

A ]
_'/SJ i

D) . T
@ég. BRerning. Mr. Devine.

o
® Y

i
t
| Mr. Devine. Aye.
:

»)
wn
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! ,
. f/\ MPs. Bernin Mr. Preyer
2 N 5‘:1-,\#(- : g s t . ye .
Mr. Preyer.  Aye.
3 ~ _
. ‘ I‘@s. Berning. Mr. McKinney.
i Chairman Stokes. Aye by proxy.
ESE -
= : Mfs. Berning. Mr. Fauntroy.
a 8 Mr. Fauntroy. Aye.
= -~
S 7 Mgs. Berning. Mr. Thone.
S 03 4&&@3::@-5[”0 response;}
S‘ . .
G S Mrs. Berning. Mrs. Burke.
g 1
= IOE ' H@b@@e—wee[bb response.]
z i
= i o . y
§ . g Més. Rerning. Mr. Docdd.
§ ' Chairman Stokes. Aye by proxy.
, s ey
. < Mfs. Berning. Mr. Ford.
; = 13 T O T
o 3 Mr. Ford. Aye.
2 N . ,_\ . i
oo M£§. Berning. Mr. Fithian.
£ 15 Mr. Fithian. Aye.
CEER T @Z§. Berning. Mr. Edgar.
w7 Mr. Edgar. Aye,
= - D ) T .
g 13 QE§..Bern1ng. There .are ten "ayes," Mr. Chairman.
@ s Chairman Stokes. Ten members having voted in the
& ? L ,
< affirmative, the rules amendment is adopted.
ﬁ 20 N . cT .
| Mr. Blakey. There is one other matter which it may be
21 : _
HI=5~ | appropriate to raise, particularly while everybody is here.
I T :
‘I' S/ 27
™~ i It is a very sensitive matter, and we ought to get some feel
23 :
i from it.
o =
23 |
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27You will recall while we were in Cuba, Mr. Chairman, we

"~

] discussed on the beach one issue and this deals with an issue
. . . that is important. The Central Intellig‘enée Agency suggested
- .i the oniy way we could have conversations in érivate was to
f . stand on the beach and face the United States, that is out to |
f : i the ocean.
E 7 So, at certain times we went to the beach and faced thé
é € I ocean to have conversations.
< 9 ghairman'stokes, I am glad that you clarified that.  You}
, = — \
: 10 | can get the wrong impression;'
s
% h E Mr. Fauntroy. I was about to become very disgusted with
g u.‘ that and the rested look that you had when you returned.
‘I’;” g ]ﬁx Lol ME Blakéy.‘ The tan ;oye%s thg bags under my ‘eyes.
' .E g : Chairman Stokes. While he was watching the United
=} 1 . ' ’
- < ea ‘States, ;g; saw the latest maneuvers- of the latest MIG fighter
% rsé 200 yards off the beach. - - ' ' !
i 18 Mr. Blakey. It was 200 yards. !
ﬁ 17 Chairman Stokes. It was some display of its agility.
% ?8' Mr.‘Edgar. Did they know you were there?
,; 1% -~ Chairman Stokes} Yés.
é.:zo Mr . Blakey.' The issue raises as foilows: Our rulés are
4y | éxplicit for no electronic surveillance and by that I mgan_not;
= : : 1
: - | even the wire tapping which is obviously beyond the pale, but b
i no central recording either.

As all of you now know, there are two informants in the

i
1

DocId:32266678 Pagg 22 7 ALDERSOM RIPORTING COMPANY. INC. i



RG: 233 S TAB #:
ENTRY: - : A
COPIES/ PPS. /CLASS.

BOX:

'ACCESS RESTRICTED

The item identifiedfbelow has been withdrawn from this file:

. e s T VAR S o
- File Designation ] pavtd ol ErES, R T
. s x\"}”"’” .’-'* / B (' K
Date : .
From ' op. 217 <&
‘ e B
To

In the review of this file this item was removed because_éccess to it is
~restricted. Restrictions onu?ecofd§ in the National Archives are stated
’ ip-geﬁeraland speéific recdrd group_restrictibn statements which are

availabie for éxamination. The item ideniified'above‘has been withdrawn

because it contains:

[:] Security- Classified Information
[:]-Otherwise RestFicted Information

e t [ il

L.../

H S C A . 08/22/93.
l Authorlty : ) o Date.

~

Withdrawn by NSCA
John F. Kennedy Assassination Records Collection Act of 1992 (P L. 102-526)

NAnONALAncmVESANDnecohoSAoanSTnAnoN 7 NA FORM 14000 (1.86)

DocId:3206

W

Ny
Ly

7901L0N TVHVYQHLIN

<




1
o |
2
. 3
o .
4
w)
= <
z s
2
}
- ,
wi <
-
e
< 7
A
s 8
<
o~
J 9
c |
= 10
< |
=R
4(\ .
= 12
Pt
= _13
S LS i
E 14
=
g s s
1 = S
-
=
= 18
=
n 17
e -
=
“ '8
=
70}
= 13
= Y
=
[
S ¢
I8 21

[)
Y
N

[N
k)

LS ]
[ )

(9]
[

»d
L

i

| very seriously before we get involved in any kind of action at

DocId:32266678 Pag

e

'very, very serious questions.

" decision you take.

s.i
?7 Mr. Blakey. Thé Supreme Court has decided a case on this
and they gavé set up the rules that should be followed in this
kind of a situation and it would be possible for us to follow
those rules and not invade the attorney-client p;ivilege.

Chairman Stokes. I was aware of that general principle.

FMr. Edgar. Given the information that we have so far, I
think we ought to put this in'our thinking and think about it

. . : Zht" 4 o
this point. So, I would suggest =¥ we qﬂll it over in our

;
minds and keep it within the committee structure and deal withi

it at some future time, because I think_that there are some
Mr.;Bléféy: ' They are extremely serious, no matter-what

Mr . Edéé}ﬂ 1f I‘wbhld-have an opportuniﬁy to vote now, I
would vote "fo." |

Mr. Blakey. Whatevér decision you make you run riské and:
it is not something ngkhas to be decided today, but it is
something that has to be decided next week.

Chairman Stokeé: I think the gentleman is absolutely

right, that this is something that the committee needs to

think'about, and have further dialogue with one another on, !
and then we can entertain it at some later date.
Mr. Edgar. Before we adjourn, I would like to reiterate !

a comment I made to you, that it seems to me it would be

24 ' 7 ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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1-30
i
2 helpful in the next week or twc to have at least an hour
3 meeting of our committee to bring together all of us to get a
. 4 summary report of where we are in terms of status with each of;
< 5 ; the investigations, the foreign contacts, the process of where
;f ) ; we are going, and I think we are in need of that at this
« Q! .
|
2 i point.
s 7 l
- 97 Chairman Stokes. Your comments to me were brought to the
S8 = =
< | attention of Mr. Blakey today and he is going to follow
|
G 9 . . : _
‘ = f through with that. :
3 - |
S "9 Mr. Blakey. There are a number of dramatic developments
:E M : that are occuring day by day, and I am finding it a problem
kN - : V? V.\‘ ‘ ) .
' z 12 being brief, but I have obviously no problem with keeping you
. E 13| people up to date and we ‘can certainly do that within the next|-
| g 14 we,e k e R, -
2 S VAN | A ) ' .
é 13 Chairman Stokes.. There being nothing further at this :
T E i time, the; meeting is adjourned subject to the call of the s
. = ‘ ;
= chair. ¢
L ’ ) | , |
- l EVhereupon at 4:55, the committee adjourned subject to |
L. : - '
= 13 - . : )
bt the call ‘'6f the ﬁhalrj : i
@« _ !
=9 i
- §
g 1 |
: - !
21
. 1
- E }
E |
|

i
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